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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1,2,5,6,8-10,12,13, and 15-20 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lahey et al . (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,587,217 hereinafter "Lahey") in view of Iwata (U.S. 
Patent No. 6, 778, 289) . 

3. Referring to method claim 1 and computer -readable medium 
claim 9, and method claim 20, Lahey teaches a method for network 
document processing, the method comprising: 

locating a connection to a document processing device and 
activating a first interface between a predetermined document 
processing device and a workstation whereby the workstation can 
access a plurality of operational settings of the predetermined 
document processing device (see lines 15-31 of column 7 and 
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lines 35-47 of column 8, wherein Lahey teaches selecting a 
specific printer and designating printing attributes) ; 

providing a user interface at the workstation, whereby a 
user can through the user interface and the first interface 
select the operational setting for the document processing 
device (see lines 15-31 of column 7) ; 

generating a document data file at a particular location 
(see paragraph bridging columns 2 and 3, wherein Lahey discloses 
files being stored in a storage device then replaced by stub 
files to save room in a particular storage device) . 

Lahey fails to teach communicating the particular location 
of the document data file to the predetermined document 
processing device, thereby activating a document processing job 
to be executed in accordance with any operational settings 
selected by the user. 

Iwata teaches in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 56-65 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Lahey with the above teachings of Iwata 
such that the location of the document data file is communicated 
to the document processing device in order to enable a computer 
of an unspecified user to acquire reference information of a 
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desired document without allowing access to the server from the 
computer of the specified user as suggested by Iwata (see lines 
17-20 of column 2) . 

4. Referring to claim 2, Lahey teaches activating an interface 
further comprises launching a document-processing client in 
response to a document processing request by the user (see lines 
15-31 of column 7) . 

5- Referring to claim 5, Lahey teaches generating a document 
data file further comprises storing the document data file on a 
job file store (see lines 30-37 of column 12) . 

6. Referring to claim 6, Iwata teaches communicating a 
location further comprises sending a Uniform Resource Locator to 
the predetermined document-processing device (see lines 40-60 of 
column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Lahey with the above teachings of Iwata for 
the same reasons as mention in the rejection of claim 1, above- 
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7. Referring to method claim 8 and system claim 17, Lahey 
teaches the document processing device is one of the group 
comprising: a printer, a fax machine, a multi- function 
peripheral, an electronic document management system, a plotter, 
a network fax machine, a language translation server and a 
knowledge management system (see item labeled 31 in figure 1 and 
paragraph bridging columns 4 and 5) . 

8. Referring to claim 10, Lahey discloses a software 
application for print processing (see lines 15-31 of column 7) . 
This program is fully capable of being downloaded. 

9. Referring to claim 12, Lahey teaches a network document 
processing system, comprising: 

a) a generic document processing client installed on at 
least one workstation connected to a network, wherein the 
document processing client is operable to interact with several 
different types of document processing devices (see lines 15-31 
of column 7) ; 

b) a job file store, operable to receive document data 
files generated by the document processing client (see lines 31- 
37 of column 12) ; and 
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Lahey fails to teach at least one document -processing 
device, operable to receive a location of the document data 
files and auxiliary information associated with each document 
data file from the document-processing client 

Iwata teaches in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 56-65 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Lahey with the above teachings of Iwata 
such that the location of the document data file is communicated 
to the document processing device in order to enable a computer 
of an unspecified user to acquire reference information of a 
desired document without allowing access to the server from the 
computer of the specified user as suggested by Iwata (see lines 
17-20 of column 2) . 

10. Referring to claim 13, Lahey teaches the document - 
processing client is one of the group comprised of: a printer 
client, a fax client, an electronic document management system 
client, a language translation client, and a knowledge system 
management client (see lines 15-31 of column 7) . 
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11. Referring to claims 15 and 16, Lahey discloses the job file 
is located on another device in the network and the job file 
store is a dedicated device (see lines 31-37 of column 12) . 

12. Referring to claims 18 and 19, Lahey discloses generating 
the document comprises generating a document data file based on 
the operational settings (see lines 14-17 of column 9) . 

13. Claims 3,4, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lahey in view Iwata as applied to claim 
1 above and further in view of Yokoyama (U.S. Patent No. 

6, 166, 826) . 

14. Referring to claims 3 and 4, the combination of Lahey and 
Iwata fails to teach activating an interface further comprises 
launching and retrieving web pages to display capabilities of 
the document processing device. 

Yokoyama teaches, in an analogous system, activating an 
interface further comprises launching and retrieving web pages 
to display capabilities of the predetermined document processing 
device, wherein the user interface is a web page (see lines 29- 
37 of column 9) . 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Lahey and Iwata with the above teachings of 
Yokoyama. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to be able to access the desired 
information with any computer with access to the Internet- 

15. Referring to claim 7, Lahey teaches the auxiliary 
information includes the operational settings specified by the 
user (see lines 25-27 of column 6) , however the combination of 
Lahey and Iwata fails to explicitly set forth the limitation 
that the auxiliary information includes the size of the file. 

Yokoyama teaches, in an analogous system, the auxiliary 
information including the size of the file (see lines 20-25 of 
column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Lahey with the above teachings of Yokoyama. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification in order to be able to select files to be 
printed based on the files attribute information as suggested by 
Yokoyama (see lines 26-3 7 of column 3) . 
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16. Claims 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lahey in view of Shima (U.S. Patent No. 
6,552,816) . 

17. Referring to clam 11, Lahey fails to teach the computer- 
readable medium is a generic printer driver installed on each 
workstation of a network, 

Shima teaches the computer -readable medium is a generic 
printer driver installed on each workstation of a network (see 
lines 37-59 of column 2) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
computer- readable medium of Lahey with the above teachings of 
Shima in order for to allow for each computer on the network to 
print to the network printer. 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments filed 4/19/06 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues: 

1) There is no interface opened between the workstation and 
the document processing device (see lines 2-3 of page 8) ; and 
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2) In Lahey, the user has an interface to the Info Print 
software that presents the operator with various options 
available. In the applicant's system an interface is opened to 
the document processing device (see first full paragraph of page 
9) . 

19. As per arguments 1 and 2, the Examiner disagrees. Lahey 
teaches the user can select certain printers through a GUI (a 
first interface) (see lines 35-47 of column 8) . Once the 
desired printer is selected^ the user than can access to and can 
access various operational settings of a selected printer 
through drop down menus that become activated (see lines 35-47 
of column 8) in response to the selection of a printer (emphasis 
added) . As best understood by the Examiner, this is the same 
relationship that is in the applicant's specification. The 
relevant portion at page 5, lines 3-9, the applicant discloses 
the generic processing client locates a specific printer, then 
the user gains access to operational setting through another 
interface. The interface is between the workstation and the 
document -processing device because the interface is how the user 
at the workstation interacts with the document processing 
device . 
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Conclusion 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J. 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kim Huynh can be 
reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


EJS 

July 6, 2006 



